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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
1 . Claims 1-57 remain pending for examination. 



Response to Applicant ' Remarks 

2. Applicant's arguments, see pages 1 8-28, filed November 12, 2003, with respect to claims 
1-57 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive because of the following reasons: 
A. In response to applicant's arguments on pages 18-28, that "Nowhere does the cited 
Leymann columns and lines teach or disclose the claim requirement It is respectively 
submitted that Leymann reference discloses the claimed invention as follow: Leymann teaches a 
method for maintaining workflow related information, comprising: providing at least one table in 
a database storing workflow related data (thus, the event generator indicates the occurrence of an 
event by a posted event indication to said event monitor which verifies said posted event 
indication by consulting said event manager and then stores said posted event indication in the 
posted event table and, if then said event monitor detects a matching awaiting event indication 
in said awaiting event table, it indicates this together with event data to the WFMS, col. 6, lines 
14-21); 

providing a plurality of programming interfaces, wherein each programming interfaces 
specifies an operation to perform on the workflow related data in the at least one table (thus, an 
application programming interface to allow applications to request event monitor functions, the 
set of functions include requests such as querying the posted table, see col. 15, lines 19-25), 
wherein each programming interface is associated with one stored procedure call (thus, a process 
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instance is started either via the graphical interface or via the callable process application 
programming interface, see col. 1 1, lines 21-23); 

providing in the database one stored procedure for each stored procedure call and 
corresponding method, wherein the one stored procedure includes a plurality of database 
statements to perform the programming interface operation (thus, a process instance is started 
either via the grapWcaHnterface or via the callable process application programming interface, 
when a process is started the start activities are located, the proper people are determined and the 
activities are posted onto the work list of the selected people, if a user selects the activity, the 
activity is executed and removed from the work list of any other user to whom the activity has 
been posted after an activity has been executed, its exit condition is evaluated, see col. 11, lines 
21-28); and 

executing the one stored procedure in the database to perform the corresponding 
programming interface operation on workflow related data in one table (thus, a process instance 
is started either via the graphical interface or via the callable process application programming 
interface, when a process is started the start activities are located, the proper people are 
determined and the activities are posted onto the work list of the selected people, if a user selects 
the activity, the activity is executed and removed from the work list of any other user to whom 
the activity has been posted after an activity has been executed, see col. 11, lines 21-28). 

Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation, see MPEP 2111. During 
patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest reasonable interpretation 
consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims 
during prosecussion and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the 



Application/Control Number: 09/9 1 8, 1 44 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2172 

claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 
541,550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

Therefore, the rejection in last Office Action maintains. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
B. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
6,065,099 issued to Leymann et al., submitted by the Applicant ("hereinafter Leymann"). 

As per claims 1, 20 and 39, Leymann teaches a method for maintaining workflow related 
information, comprising: providing at least one table in a database storing workflow related data 
(thus, the event generator indicates the occurrence of an event by a posted event indication to 
said event monitor which verifies said posted event indication by consulting said event manager 
and then stores said posted event indication in the posted event table and, if then said event 
monitor detects a matching awaiting event indication in said awaiting event table, it indicates 
this together with event data to the WFMS, col. 6, lines 14-21); 

providing a plurality of programming interfaces, wherein each programming interfaces 
specifies an operation to perform on the workflow related data in the at least one table (thus, an 
application programming interface to allow applications to request event monitor functions, the 
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set of functions include requests such as querying the posted table, see col. 15, lines 19-25), 
wherein each programming interface is associated with one stored procedure call (thus, a process 
instance is started either via the graphical interface or via the callable process application 
programming interface, see col. 11, lines 21-23); 

providing in the database one stored procedure for each stored procedure call and 
corresponding method, wherein the one stored procedure includes a plurality of database 
statements to perform the programming interface operation (thus, a process instance is started 
either via the graphical interface or via the callable process application programming interface, 
when a process is started the start activities are located, the proper people are determined and the 
activities are posted onto the work list of the selected people, if a user selects the activity, the 
activity is executed and removed from the work list of any other user to whom the activity has 
been posted after an activity has been executed, its exit condition is evaluated, see col. 11, lines 
21-28); and 

executing the one stored procedure in the database to perform the corresponding 
programming interface operation on workflow related data in one table (thus, a process instance 
is started either via the graphical interface or via the callable process application programming 
interface, when a process is started the start activities are located, the proper people are 
determined and the activities are posted onto the work list of the selected people, if a user selects 
the activity, the activity is executed and removed from the work list of any other user to whom 
the activity has been posted after an activity has been executed, see col. 11, lines 21-28). 
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As per claims 2, 21 and 40, Leymann teaches a method, wherein one table comprises a 
workflow file including entries of workflow files, wherein each workflow file includes code 
defining an entire workflow, including nodes and workflow parameters (thus, the event generator 
indicates the occurrence of an event by a posted event indication to said event monitor which 
verifies said posted event indication by consulting said event manager and then stores said 
posted event indication in the posted event table and, if then said event monitor detects a 
matching awaiting event indication in said awaiting event table, it indicates this together with 
event data to the WFMS, col. 6, lines 14-21). 

As per claims 3, 22 and 41, Leymann teaches a method, further comprising providing one 
table including information on actions associated with one workflow file in the workflow file 
table, wherein the associated actions are capable of being performed at the nodes defined in the 
associated workflow file (thus, the event generator indicates the occurrence of an event by a 
posted event indication to said event monitor which verifies said posted event indication by 
consulting said event manager and then stores said posted event indication in the posted event 
table and, if then said event monitor detects a matching awaiting event indication in said 
awaiting event table, it indicates this together with event data to the WFMS, col. 6, lines 14-26). 

As per claims 4, 23 and 42, in addition to claim 1, Leymann further teaches providing a 
set programming interfaces for each table including workflow related data, wherein each set of 
programming interfaces defines a same set operations to perform on the table for which the set is 
provided (thus, a process instance is started either via the graphical interface or via the callable 
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process application programming interface, when the process is started the start activities are 
located the proper people are determined and the activities are posted onto the work list of the 
selected people, see col. 1 1, lines 21-23). 

As per claims 5, 24 and 43, the limitations of claims 5, 24 and 43 are rejected in the 
analysis of claim 1, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

As per claims 6, 25 and 44, Leymann teaches the method, wherein the workflow related 
tables comprise: a workflow file table, wherein each entry includes one workflow file including 
code defining a workflow and nodes of the workflow, (col. 6, lines 14-21); 

a worklist table, wherein each entry includes a worklist associated with a plurality of 
work items performed at the nodes defined in the associated workflow files, (see col. 6, lines 19- 
26); and 

an action list table, wherein each entry includes a list of actions capable of being 
performed at the nodes defined within on workflow file in the workflow file table, (see col. 5, 
lines 33-42). 

As per claims 7, 26 and 45, Leymann teaches, wherein the workflow related tables 
further comprise: an action table, wherein each entry includes one action name and an address of 
a program implementing the action, wherein every action listed in the entries of the action list 
table are defined in the action table (thus, an application programming interface to allow 
applications to request event monitor functions, the set of functions include requests, such as 
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querying the posted event table, removing entries from the posted event table, querying the 
awaited event table, removing entries from the awaited event table and inserting entries into the 
posted event table, see col. 15, lines 19-25). 

As per claims 8, 17, 27, 36, 46 and 55, in addition to claims 1 and 4, Leymann further 
teaches a update programming interface to invoke one stored procedure to update one entry of 
workflow related data in the table associated with the set, (see col 15, lines 19-22); 

a delete programming interface to invoke one stored procedure to delete one entry of 
workflow related data in the table associated with the set (thus, the set of functions include 
requests, such as querying the posted event table, removing entries from the posted event table, 
see col. 15, lines 21-23); and 

a list programming interface to invoke one stored procedure to list a description of all 
entries of workflow related data in the table associated with the set (thus, inserting entries into 
the posted event table, see col. 15, lines 24-25). 

As per claims 9, 28 and 47, Leymann teaches the method, further comprising receiving 
workflow related data from a workflow builder program, wherein the workflow builder program 
calls the programming interfaces to invoke the associated stored procedure calls and the stored 
procedures to perform the programming interface operations on the at least one table of 
workflow related data, (see col. 11, lines 21-28). 
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As per claims 10, 29 and 48, the limitations of claims 10, 29 and 48 are rejected in the 
analysis of claim 2, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

As per claims 1 1, 30 and 49, Leymann teaches the method, further comprising executing 
one stored procedure to retrieve one workflow file in response to receiving a stored procedure 
call invoked by a programming interface from the build time program to retrieved one workflow 
file, wherein the build time program exports the retrieved workflow file to a workflow engine, 
(see cols. 15-16, lines 51-10). 

As per claims 12, 31 and 50, Leymann teaches the method, wherein the workflow files 
are implemented in the FlowMark Definition Language (FDL), (see col. 15, lines 51-53). 

As per claims 13, 32 and 51, Leymann teaches a method for maintaining workflow 
related information, as claimed comprises receiving column definitions for multiple columns in 
at least one table (thus, the input container column contains the actual values of the fields in the 
associated input container of the event, see col. 14, lines 22-24); and 

(b) for each table for which column definitions are received, performing, performing: (i) 
generating a table in the database including one column for each column definition, wherein each 
column is generated with attributes specified by the column definition for which the column is 
generated (thus, column in this table represents an optional value for tupels of this table and can 
be used for specifying particular process instances which might consume the event instance, see 
col. 14, lines 36-39); and 
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(ii) generating at lest one stored procedure including database statements in the database 
to perform an operation on the data in the generated table, wherein the stored procedure is 
capable of accessing the columns generated according to the column definitions (thus, a process 
instance is started either via the graphical interface or via the callable process application 
programming interface, when a process is started the start activities are located, the proper 
people are determined and the activities are posted onto the work list of the selected people, if a 
user selects the activity, the activity is executed and removed from the work list of any other user 
to whom the activity has been posted after an activity has been executed, see col. 11, lines 21- 
28). 

As per claims 14, 33 and 52, the limitations of claims 14, 33 and 52 are rejected in the 
analysis of claim 1, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

As per claims 15, 34 and 53, Leymann teaches the method, wherein the provided 
interfaces are members of an object oriented class, wherein one class is provided for each 
generated table, and wherein the programming interfaces for one class are capable of invoking 
stored procedures to perform database operations on the table for which the class of 
programming interfaces are provided (thus, a process instance is started either via the graphical 
interface or via the callable process application programming interface, when the process is 
started the start activities are located the proper people are determined and the activities are 
posted onto the work list of the selected people, see col. 11, lines 21-23). 
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As per claims 16, 35 and 54, Leymann teaches the method, further comprising providing 
one programming interfaces for each generated stored procedure, wherein each provided 
programming interface is called to invoke one stored procedures call to further invoke and 
execute one stored procedure in the database, (see col. 1 1, lines 21-28). 

As per claims 18, 37 and 56, the limitations of claims 18, 37 and 56 are rejected in the 
analysis of claim 15, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

As per claims 19, 38 and 57, the limitations of claims 19, 38 and 57 are rejected in the 
analysis of claim 13, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 
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Conclusion 

3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



4. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Jean B Fleurantin whose telephone number is 703-308-6718. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, BREENE JOHN E can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
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